It is a trivial observation that root clauses with neutral speech act values, i.e. in the indicative/assertive mood, normally display no overt complementizers. Nevertheless, when matrix clauses "serve to express questions, commands, exclamations or wishes, complementizers surface in a large number of languages" (K & O U 1994: 7) . Thus, it seems reasonable to suppose that the markedness of (non-neutral) root clauses can trigger the overt phonological realization of the head of the CP. Below in (1) you can see four examples of overt realization of the complementizer with interrogative forms (yes/no questions).
(1a)
Che la mangia la bimba la zuppa? Tuscan Italian . .3 . eat.3 . the girl the soup 'Does the child eat soup?' 1 I wish to thank Luigi Rizzi and Rita Manzini for comments on the ideas developed in this paper. Many thanks to an anonymous reviewer for useful comments and suggestions which helped to improve this work. All errors are mine. 2 H & K (2005: 56-58) consider this linguistic fact as the expression of a pathway of grammaticalization across conceptual domains, namely from complementizer to polar question marker. Indeed, cross-linguistically, there seems to be a path by which the use of a complementizers (especially those introducing indirect questions e.g. 'if,' 'whether') is extended to mark also yes/no questions. 'Is this your cat?' (M 1997: 9) In the classic generative tradition, authors have inferred the presence of a (covert/null) complementizer head in (every) root clause by describing it as the landing site of headmovement (cf. T 1984; C 1995; R 2000; M 2006 among many others). A well-known example is given by structures containing wh-pronouns and other fronted constituents (e.g. modals) as shown in (2) Current researches in the minimalist framework, enhance the mechanism of feature strength as forcing or prohibiting the movement of an element to the C head (cf. A 2003 and R 2004 among others) or argue from that-trace effects for the need of linking T to C head-movement with abstract Case in syntax (cf. P & T 2001; B 2003; G 2010) . In the work that started the minimalist framework, C -'s (1995: 294) original proposal was that the C-head of matrix clauses is an affi x. However, the difference between embedded (usually morphologically realized) and root CP (as said above usually null/covert) is quite diffi cult to capture along this line of reasoning.
It is relevant to say here that many recent works have questioned the existence of head movement in syntax, admitting only one type of movement (the phrasal one) and reanalyzing the head-type as an instance of remnant movement (cf. among others K & S 2000; N 2003; K 2004; C 2005, 2010) . 3 Also, it is worth noticing here that R (1997) has proposed very infl uential arguments for the decomposition of the complementizer phrase in a layered fi eld with (at least) two poles, respectively Force, the higher one which is the interface to the higher context (e.g. the discourse, enhancing a window between syntax and pragmatic) and Finiteness, the lower one, which hosts non-fi nite Complementizers (like for examples Italian di, or English for) and acts as an interface to the propositional IP/TP.
Independently from the fi ne-grained (and competing) hypotheses roughly sketched above, crucial for the present work is the fact that a key point of the generative tradition 3 Remnant movement can be defi ned as the movement of an XP α from which extraction of β has taken place earlier in the derivation (cf. e.g. M 1998) as shown in (i): C 1981 and R 1976, 1981) is the principle of endocentricity (namely, the generalization that phrases must have an overt or covert head). 4 Hence, the existence of a language overtly realizing the complementizer head in an unmarked matrix clause could be seen as an empirical validation of an almost universal postulation (inferred e.g. by movement in generative syntax) of contemporary linguistic analysis.
Such a language, to my knowledge, has still not been clearly reported in the literature 5 and the scope of this paper is precisely to describe some noteworthy syntactic aspect of Sogdian, a Middle Eastern Iranian language, in which a complementizer was realized in root clauses with "greater than chance frequency".
6
The paper is organized as follows. First, I will introduce the features of Sogdian relevant for the present discussion. Second, I will show that Sogdian used the same item for marking complementation / subordination and coordination and I will discuss this fact in cross-linguistic perspective. Third, I will describe the linguistic mechanism of parahypotaxis, showing that, a related device can be, in principle, at work in Sogdian. The conclusion follows. 4 This principle is not exclusive of orthodox Generative Grammar and is accepted by other competing theories such as, for instance Word Grammar (H 1984) , with possibly the sole exception of the Role and Reference Grammar paradigm (see V V & L P 1997). 5 Not uncontroversial claims for the existence of "declarative complementizers" have been already made in the literature. In previous work, L (1999) focussed on the pivotal role of the 'assertive' C node in Somali at the interface levels, as point of contact between clause and discourse. Lecarme examined the distribution of the elements that are stardardly described as focus markers (the particles baa/waa) in Somali, showing that their distribution cannot be (fully) accounted for in barely functional terms. This fact is taken as evidence that these particles are not discourse markers at all and thus she argued that the "focus markers" of Somali are overt 'root' complementizers. M (2003: 1149) has shown that in Egyptian Arabic there is a pragmatic constraint (i.e. a marked context) that determines the presence of over complementizers in matrix clauses. In Egyptian Arabic overt complementizers such as huwwa 'he' and da 'that' are usually unacceptable except for 'focus structures' in which a speaker emphasizes the novelty of the information provided in the sentence and in metalinguistic negation, which is a specialized use of the negative operator where it functions as a device for registering an objection to a preceding utterance on any grounds other than its truth-conditional content (cf. H 1985) . E (2010) shows that matrix clauses in Iberian Spanish optionally include a root complementizer (que). The presence of the complementizer adds a reportative component to the meaning of these clauses and the author analyzes these contexts as instances of (marked) quotative constructions. Finally the language in which the more unambiguous root-complementizer (qu'; que) seems to be attested is Gascon, spoken in southwestern France, where a second position (Wackernagel-like) particle usually follows the subject in the indicative mood and thus seems to instantiate indicative complementizer in root clauses (cf. H 1977; C 1992) . Consider the example below in (i):
(i) lo Napoleon qu' a hèit hòrt un bon ahar ad aqueth temps the N.
has made strong a good affair at that time 'at that time Napoleon has made a pretty good deal' (P 2000: 189) However this marker has been analysed as a (modal) particle signalling assertivity/evidentiality by some scholars (see e.g. F 1985; P 2000, 2003) . 6 Just to give an example, 90% ca. of the root clauses in the Sogdian Ancient Letter V are introduced by a 'matrix complementizer ' (cf. G et al. 1998: 92-93 Here, I will investigate a notable feature of Sogdian grammar, namely the presence in every clause (roots and subordinates) of an enclitic (or rarely free standing) complementizer (əti, -ti), encoded in a Wackernagel-like second position, to which other enclitics can be added (cf. S -W 1989; Q 1996: 312; Y 2002, 2005; Y 2009: 314-315) .
9 Y (2009) was the fi rst to identify əti, -ti as a 'universal' complementizer but he did not further explore the theoretical and typological implications of such very uncommon feature. 10 Consider the examples below in (3a, b). The same particle appears in second position both in the indicative (3a) and the interrogative (3b) sentence. The standard second position of əti/-ti in Sogdian seems to reveal that a root complementizer needs obligatory fi lled specifi ers to be phonologically realized (cf. the similar behaviour of Gascon described in fn. 5). Note that in (3a) the same particle signals the adverbial clause expressing cause acting as a subordinator. Hence, we may assume a tendency toward a structure roughly as the one represented below in (4) for matrix clauses in Sogdian.
Sogdians were Iranian in language and culture even if many features of their history and practice still remain mysterious (B 1929; M K 1976; S -W 1985; G & S -W 1987; S -W 1989; Y 2009 ). The presence of such a population has been recognized for a long time, by virtue of Chinese sources (cf. C 2002). But it was only at the beginning of the 20th century that European archeologists recovered a relatively large number of documents written in the Sogdian language in Chinese Turkestan (the Xinjiang Uighur province). Then, soviet archeologists discovered many other documents in proper Sogdiana and new inscriptions were found along the Silk Road (C 2002) . 8 The Sogdian language was fi rst documented around the 4th century AD and was attested until the 13th century (Y 2006: 82, 2009: 329) . Scholars argue that Sogdian dialects directly linked to ancient Sogdian are still spoken along the Yaghnobi River, in Tajikistan (cf. S -W 1982: 69-70, Y 2009: 327) .
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The presence of a subordinating particle after the fi rst syntactic unit is fairly consistent. As shown in H (1976: 281) with a set of relevant examples it appears: a) after a verb in the imperative; b) after a prepositional phrase; c) after an initial personal pronoun or after an initial personal pronoun preceded by a vocative marker; d) after negating, adverbial, interrogative or conditional particles; e) (less frequently) after nouns and adjectives.
10 Notice that possibly a similar behaviour can be assumed for Sogdian's cognate language Bactrian (cf. Y 2005 Note again that in (5a) əti is also used as a marker of subordination (in a cleft structure), so that the matrix clause appears to be 'sandwiched' between two (identic) complementizers.
Interestingly the Sogdian root complementizers are overtly realized independently of the voice (and the position of the verb in the clause) and tense/aspect markers involved, as shown in (6 (2010) for a recent proposal concerning this point (namely, against the existence of doubly fi lled complementizers due to a far more layered structure in the C fi eld).
12 For instance, in Sogdian, purpose clauses are linked to the matrix clause by the complementizer əti without any other particle/word preceding it (see H 1976, ch. 4 'he did not go far'. Negative (H 1976: 204) Specifi cally, the fact that complementizers are present together with imperative is quite interesting because many contemporary accounts of imperatives involve the C head or the CP fi eld (see e.g. H 2000; Z 2008; cf. also M & S 2008 for an alternative implementation). Sogdian data seem to go against such views (the C slot is fi lled) or, alternatively, support a layered C fi eld à la R (1997) (contra a unitary CP).
13
Another interesting fact is that a particle of the same form of the root one is obligatorily found in Sogdian relative clauses, in which relative pronouns (delimiting clausal edges) are invariantly followed by an overt complementizer: relative pronouns normally combine with the complementizer əti, -ti, leading to compound sequences such as kē əti, kē-ti "who, which" ču əti, ču-ti "which," ku əti "where," čānō əti "how" (S -W 1989; S 2007 The pervasiveness of the feature under consideration and the fact the root complemen-13 Nevertheless, regarding this point, Sogdian (which notably allow an imperative verb to precede the Wackernagel complementizer; cf . H 1976) can give only hints, due to impossibility of eliciting fi ne-grained grammatical 'live' judgements (e.g. topic licensing, wh-extraction, optionality of constructions, etc.).
14 Interestingly Sogdian relative clauses, as shown in (8), are invariantly signalled by a cataphoric demonstrative pronoun (e.g ōnō) in initial position in the matrix clause (P 1997 It is also worth noticing that -like the subordinator in the relative clauses introduced in (8) -the coordinating linker is used in 'compound' forms (cf. S -W 1989: 191) to express adversative coordination as in example (6b) (11) should be asymmetrically characterized in the realm of syntax vs. semantics, being coordinate in the former, and subordinate in the latter. In other words, the conjunction in (11) should be interpreted like the conditional subordinator in (12). (11) You drink one more can of beer and I'm leaving.
(12) If you drink one more can of beer I leave.
The facts roughly sketched in the present section allow us to introduce the proposal of a fairly consistent para-hypotactic strategy employed by Sogdian at clausal level.
PARA-HYPOTAXIS IN SOGDIAN?
The name para-hypotaxis has been fi rst employed by S (1929) This kind of structures has been interpreted as an areal (i.e. Old Romance) and archaic feature. Contemporary research has however shown extensive use of para-hypotactic constructions in modern languages (B & C 2012: 91) . A para-hypotactic strategy must defi nitely be assumed for Sogdian. A subordinate clause that states a logical/temporal dependency usually precede the root clause, and is typically marked by conjunctions such as kaδ 'if', čānō 'when, since', mant 'when, while, until', kū parm 'as long as, until', etc. (H 1976: 216; Y 2009: 319) . Crucially, both subordinate and matrix clauses are 'signalled' (i.e. in the fi rst stages of the language, documented in the Ancient Letters, cf. G 1995: xix) by the 'compound conjunction' r-ti (glossed elsewhere with 'also-', glossed below with 'and' for brevity). To our knowledge para-hypotaxis has not been previously associated with Sogdian. Consider the examples below: The notable fact of Sogdian is that the particle r-ti traditionally assumed as a marker of both coordination and subordination, appears in both the main and the subordinate clause. This case is particularly interesting from a theoretical viewpoint because it represent an evidence to recent generative approaches to para-hypotaxis, which assume that the 'coordinator' in the matrix clause of such constructions is actually a particle hosted in the (layered fi eld of) the complementizer (see B 2001; P 2006) . 17 If such an approach is on the right track, we have further evidence for a root complementizer status of 'demarcational' əti, -ti. Sogdian -like many other languages -underspecifi es (and/or assembles compositionally, 18 see the previous paragraphs) subordination and coordination in many constructions. 19 Hence, in Sogdian we have situations (previously undescribed in the literature, to my knowledge) in which a proleptic dependent clause and the root clause are introduced by the same item.
CONCLUSION
In this (mainly descriptive) paper we have illustrated a very rare feature of the Sogdian language, namely the presence of a ubiquitous complementizer particle in the root clause. This fact is quite important because it provides empirical evidence for the principle of endocentricity, a hallmark in the generative approach to language. We have shown that Sogdian underspecifi es between coordination and subordination and we have shown that this linguistic fact is not uncommon from a typological perspective. Finally, we have seen that the mechanisms of para-hypotaxis may be at work is the Sogdian language. This mechanism, from a theoretical viewpoint (cf. P 2006), may be seen as an evidence for the complementizer status of the particle əti, -ti in the matrix clauses. If we are on the right track, we have found that at least one Iranian language in which para-hypotaxis was at work. In future research we will try to see if this interesting syntactic phenomenon is present and/or has been explored in other Indo-Iranian languages.
17 Specifi cally, P (2006: 232) argues that Italian e (and) conjunction in paratactic constructions is actually a topic marker in the layered CP and proposes a structure such the one represented below: 
